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Dear Mr. Jordan: @

Weare wﬁing this letter on behalf of Obama for America (the “Committee™) and Martin

Nesbitt, as treasurer, (collectively referred to as the “Respondents™) in response to the Complaint
filed in the above-referenced matter by Mary E. Daniels (the “Complainant™). For the reasons
set forth below, the Complaint is without merit and should be dismissed.

The Cowplaint dileges that Respondents liave violated the Fedwral Elestion Cumpuign Act (the
“Act”) b knewirgily axcepiiag sxeemsiwe contributions from isliviiuals. They imve not.
Respomcients lnwe acdul in fisll complianee with the Commissian’s pequiremonts at all times.

The Commission may find “reason to believe” only if a complaint sets forth sufficient specific
facts, which, if proven true, would constiistas a wiglation of the Act. Sax 11 CF.R. § 111.4(a), (d).
Hare, the Complaint presents no evidence to suggest that Respondents have ever knowingly
solicited, accepted, or received excessive contributions. The Commission therefore may not find
“reason to believe,” and must dismiss the Complaint immediately.

_Obamea fiir Aznerica weas the prindipal camipaign ecranitie for President Barack Obama’s
-camumige for Premideat. The valurae of contritmtions the Committes viised, both aniine med
thaongh mere traditineal means, is mnpreasdentod fiar a politiesl campaign. To proceem them all,

the Committes developed - in the estcaordinasily shart emount of time afforded it at the
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" beginning of a two-year election-cycle — a remarkably complex and nimble vetting and

compliance system. This system mat aod surpassed the prasedural reguirensents the Act and
Commission regulations impose on the collection and processing of cootributions. Most
importantly, it ensured that the Committee did nat knowingly accept contributions in excessive
amounts.

The Coumplaint presents no evidence to suggest that the Committee did not act in full compliance
with the Commission’s requirements. Because the Comphmt alleges no actual conduct by
Respmriom thit vicésir a stateic or togwiation oeer widdh tie! Gommizsisn has jurisdiction, e

_ 'Comp}unt is withowt lege! meit ans shauld be dismiamid,

FACTUAL AND LIGAL ANALYSIS

- A. Comprehensive Vetting and Compliance Procedures

Before the Committee launched its fundraising program, the Committee carefully developed and

" . implemented coioprelurmive veuting pnti compiimiice grevedusus to mmsure that it did not

knowingly solicit, accept, or receive prohibited contributions. Pursuant to this system, and
consismint wigh the Coyamissitwi’s regulatiom, cexypnign smff and ewtsids vezsdess veere tesket]
whb enemining all cantributions to tim Comehittas onee: they weae ieaaived — whether online,

* theesygh direct mail, in person, ar atkarwiae — fon “ouielenco of illzgality and forasoerteining

whether contributions received, whe= aggregated with other contribugions from the same
contributor, exceed[ed]” fedaral contribution limits. 11 CF.R. § 103.3(b). Any contributions
made to the Committee that were found to be excessive were promptly refunded in accordance
with the Commission’s regulations.

The Comuinitive's complitmce and vetting prevaduves intluded an extensive back-end provess te
enmisy it cangist ame vinflomind amy enxossive ariothuwise wnlouful contribotiosoe  As see woloms
of essnributions to tke Commeittes imofoased during the course of the campaign, the Committee
continuously adjusted its vetting and compliance procedures to adapt to the increased volume.

- At wegular interwale, the Commiitee comdusted autematad searahes of its domor databam: —

including all contributimns, whether raisad onlime ar not — to idsatify any excessive domations.

.Cantributioas from repeat donors were examined to ensure that the total amount received from a
) single donor did not exceed the contribution limits.

 After President Obasat secared the Demoorstic rominafion, the Obsnm Vietory Fund vas

establishini as a joint fimdruiting comniiftos Yor ths Oemmbtee and the Democratic National
Conmmmittee. Puisuant to the Conmiibsion’s regulstibm, contsitutisns receiwed by the Obama
Vicsery Fusst veoss then alloosiad to tiee Comnmittee mxd the Democratic National Committee.
See 11 CFR. § 102.17. Using its comprehensive compliance and vetting procedures, the
Committee oaxmined asch cantribution receiued fram the Ohanm Yictory Fund to ensure that it
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was not excessive or otherwise unlawful. Any excessive or unlawful contributions transferred
from the Okama Victory Fuee! ware premptly refunded in accocdaace with the Comimisaing’s
regulations. The Complaint presents oo evidence to suggest that the Committee did nat comply

~ at all times with the Commission’s regulations, or that it ever knowmgly solicited, accepted, or

recewed excessive contributions.
B.  Resolution of Excessive Costributions Cited in Complaint
The Complaint eliegsn that the Cosymitree iccepted ancessive amntributiuns from 20 individuals.

, Mmhu&theComniueehnwﬁmdedtheexmsivewmibuﬁmwconuiwﬁomuime ina

manner consistent with the Commissine’s regulations. Aay ss:camive osotributions were
refunded prior to the Committee rexeiviag the Complsint. The tzhle sitgcied as Exbibit A

' -mc!nduthednhefﬂtecoﬁtrﬁnmthemhuumammmt,thedmdthnmﬁm and the
-reﬁmdmmmt - .

Gtiven tiie unprecedented scope of the Commifte’s fundruising, Complaimnt specalates thut the
Commitize must have acted in violation of federal law, and calls for further investigation of the

. Committee’s finances and reporting. Yet unwarmranted legal conclusions from asserted facts or

mere fpmeukztion will mot bn acsuptul o true, amd provide no indepentient busia for insestigation.
See Corantimioners Mnzon, Sendateom, Smith anxd Thoanas, Statnment of Reasons, MUR 4960

(Dea 21, 5001).
The Committee’s comprehensive vetting and compliance procedures speak for themselves. Not

. only has the Committee complied with federal law, but it has far surpassed what is required by

the Act and the regulations. In every case, the Committee has used best efforts to ensure its full
compliance with the Commission’s requirements. The Committee has fully addressed each of
the specific contributions cited in the Complaint, and thie Complainait presents no cvidefice o

mmmhuaﬂegmwmﬂwcmm.

Far the foregning remans, Respendeats seapestfoily mquest tint fie Cammimion dismim thn
Cemplaint and txiw s farthie octism.
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